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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Applicant's amendments to the specification and claims 3 and 23 in the response 
filed December 18, 2006 to the office action dated September 13, 2006 are noted. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 24-46 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 75(c), as being of improper 
dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. 
Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) 
in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claim 1-6, 8-9, 11-29, 31-32, and 34-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Bailey (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 
2002/0062258). 

Referring to claim 1 . Bailey discloses a method for associating data with product 
abstractions comprising the steps of: 
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• Inspecting a first data set that includes data that corresponds to an offer to sell a 
particular product by a particular party (Bailey: abstract); 

• Based on the first data set, associating said particular product with a product 
category (Bailey: paragraph 38); and 

• Matching said first data set with a product abstraction based, at least in part, on 
the product category to which said particular product corresponds (Bailey: 
abstract and paragraph 38). 

Referring to claim 2. Bailey further discloses a method wherein said offer to sell 
a particular product by a particular party is a first product offering of a plurality of product 
offerings and said product abstraction is one of plurality of product abstractions and 
each product abstraction is associated with one or more product categories comprising 
the steps of: 

• Generating mapping information associating each product offering in said 
plurality of product offerings with one or more product abstractions in the plurality 
of product abstracts (Bailey: paragraphs 3 and 38); 

• Receiving a query (Bailey: paragraph 3); and 

• Generating a result set for the query based on said mapping information (Bailey: 
paragraph 3). 

Referring to claim 3. Bailey discloses a method as referenced above in the 
rejection of claims 1 and 2 and further discloses a method comprising the steps of: 
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• Charging a party associated with a particular referenced entity in the result set 
based at least in part on inclusion of said particular referenced entity in said 
result set (Bailey: paragraph 139); and 

• Determining how much to charge the party based, at least in part, on a product 
category associated with said referenced entity (Bailey: paragraph 139). 
Referring to claim 4. Bailey further discloses a method wherein the result set is a 

list of one or more references (Bailey: paragraph 3). 

Referring to claim 5. Bailey further discloses a method wherein each reference 
of the list of references corresponds to a referenced entity, and wherein each 
referenced entity associated with each reference in the list of references is one of a 
product abstraction (Bailey: paragraph 3). 

Referring to claim 6. Bailey further discloses a method wherein the step of 
matching said first data set with a product abstraction comprises the steps of: 

• Determining that said first data set does not correspond to any product 
abstractions in a plurality of existing product abstractions (Bailey: paragraphs 38- 
39); 

• Generating a new product abstraction based on said first data set (Bailey: 
paragraph 38-39); and 

• Matching said first data set with said new product abstraction (Bailey: paragraphs 
38-39). 
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Referring to claim 8. Bailey further discloses a method wherein said result set 
includes a particular reference to a particular referenced entity, and wherein the method 
comprises the steps of: 

• Providing said one or more result sets to one or more users (Bailey: paragraph 
3); and 

• Monitoring the number of times that said one or more users select said particular 
reference associated with said particular referenced entity from said one or more 
result sets (Bailey: paragraph 44). 

Referring to claim 9. Bailey further discloses a method comprising the step of 
charging a party associated with said particular referenced entity a fee based on the 
number of times said one or more users select said particular reference (Bailey: 
paragraph 139). 

Referring to claim 1 1 . Bailey further discloses a method wherein the step of 
generating a result set comprises generating a page that contains one or more 
attributes of one or more products in one or more particular product categories (Bailey: 
figure 9a). 

Referring to claim 12. Bailey further discloses a method wherein the step of 
generating a result set comprises generating a page which contains a comparison of 
one or more attributes of one or more entities that are referenced in the page with one 
or more attributes of one or more other entities that are referenced in the page (Bailey: 
figure 9a). 
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Referring to claim 13. Bailey further discloses a method comprising the step of 
providing to a party associated with said particular referenced entity, activity reports 
based on information generated during the step of monitoring the number of times said 
one or more users selects the reference associated with said particular referenced 
entity (Bailey: paragraph 139). 

Referring to claim 14. Bailey further discloses a method wherein said list of 
references comprises a plurality of references, and wherein the method comprises the 
steps of: 

• Displaying said plurality of references in a particular order within said result set 
(Bailey: figure 9a); 

• Determining said particular order based on a set of aspects of each reference in 
said plurality of references and a set of aspects of each referenced entity to 
which each reference in said plurality of references refers, wherein the aspects 
comprise one on more likelihood that a reference satisfies a query, existence of 
sponsorship, and cost of sponsorship (Bailey: figure 9a and paragraph 95). 
Referring to claim 15. Bailey further discloses a method wherein the step of 

generating the result set comprises the steps of: 

• Applying a similar measure between one or more aspects of a particular 
reference and one more aspects of a plurality of other references, wherein said 
aspects include one or more aspects of the reference and one or more aspects 
of the referenced entity (Bailey: paragraph 76); and 
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• Selecting which references to include in said result set based on said similarity 
measure (Bailey: paragraph 76). 

Referring to claim 16. Bailey further discloses a method wherein the step of 
matching said first data set with a product abstraction comprises the step of comparing 
an identifier corresponding to said product abstraction to an identifier corresponding to 
said first data set (Bailey: paragraph 31). 

Referring to claim 17. Bailey further discloses a method wherein the identifier is 
chosen from the group consisting of UPC, ISBN, manufacturer, manufacturer's part 
number, and model number (Bailey: paragraph 31). 

Referring to claim 18. Bailey further discloses a method wherein the step of 
determining a product category to which said particular products corresponds comprise 
the step of comparing an identifier corresponding to said product category to an 
identifier corresponding to said first data set (Bailey: paragraphs 43 and 77). 

Referring to claim 19. Claim 19 is rejected under the same rationale set forth 
above in the rejection of claim 17. 

Referring to claim 20. Bailey further discloses a method wherein the product 
category maps to one or more products abstractions, merchants, product offerings, and 
other product categories (Bailey: paragraph 38). 

Referring to claim 21. Bailey further discloses a method comprising the step of 
obtaining product information for said first set of data by extracting the product 
information from an electronic catalog (Bailey: paragraph 3). 
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Referring to claim 22. Bailey further discloses a method comprising the step of 
obtaining product information for said first set of data by crawling web sites over the 
Internet (Bailey: paragraph 37). 

Referring to claim 23. Bailey discloses a method as referenced above in the 
rejection of claims 1 and 2 and further discloses a method wherein said offer to sell a 
particular product by a particular party is a first product offering of a plurality of product 
offerings; said product abstraction is one of a plurality of product abstractions and each 
product abstraction is associated with one or more product categories; and the method 
comprising the steps of: 

• Generating mapping information associating each product offering in said 
plurality of product offerings with one more product abstractions in the plurality of 
product abstractions (Bailey: paragraphs 3 & 38); 

• Revising said mapping information, wherein the step of revising comprises one or 
more of the following steps: changing a data set (Bailey: paragraph 38). 
Referring to claims 24-29. 31-32. and 34-46. Claims 24-29, 31-32, and 34-46 are 

rejected under the same rationale set forth above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 7 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bailey (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0062258) in view of 
Gavarini (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2006/0184430). 

Referring to claim 7. Bailey discloses all of the above as noted under the 102(b) 
rejection but does not expressly disclose generating a new product category after 
determining that a first data set does not correspond to any existing product categories. 
Gavarini disclose a method for associating data with product abstractions wherein the 
step of determining, based on a first data set, a product category to which a particular 
product corresponds further comprises the steps of: 

• Determining that said first data set does not correspond to any product category 
in a plurality of existing product categories (Gavarini: paragraph 78); 

• Generating a new product category based on said first data set (Gavarini: 
paragraph 78); and 

• Associating said first data set with said new product category (Gavarini: 
paragraph 78). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified the method of Bailey to have included generating 
a new product category after determining that a first data set does not correspond to 
any existing product categories, as taught by Gavarini, in order to customers to define 
search queries under user-defined categories (Bailey: abstract). 

Referring to claim 30. Claim 30 is rejected under the same rationale set forth 
above in the rejection of claim 7. 
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Claims 10 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bailey (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0062258) in view of 
Scholl (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2005/0149390). 

Referring to claim 10. Bailey discloses all of the above as noted under the 
102(b) rejection but does not expressly disclose generating a page that contains one or 
more sponsored and unsponsored references. Scholl discloses a method for 
associating data with product abstractions wherein the step of generating a result set 
further comprises generating a page that contains one or more sponsored references 
and one or more unsponsored references, wherein a sponsored reference is a first 
reference associated with a first referenced entity, and for which a first party associated 
with said first referenced entity is charged for each inclusion of said first reference in 
said one or more result sets, and wherein an unsponsored reference is a second 
reference for which no party will be charged for each inclusion of said second reference 
in said one or more result sets (Scholl: paragraph 3). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to have modified the 
method of Bailey to have included generating a page that contains one or more 
sponsored and unsponsored references, as taught by Scholl, in order to identify 
advertisement and search term combinations for placing advertisements along with 
search terms (Scholl: abstract). 

Referring to claim 33. Claim. 33 is rejected under the same rationale set forth 
above in the rejection of claim 10. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed December 18, 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Bailey does not disclose a method for associating a 
product with a category. The examiner disagrees and submits that associating a 
product with a category, as claimed, is different than assigning a product to a category, 
as argued by applicant. Clearly, Bailey discloses associating a product with a category; 
"Based on user selection of the item category using the client system (a first date set), 
one or more attributes associated with all items in the item category are provided 
(Bailey: abstract)." The products of Bailey are associated with and filtered by category. 
Newly amended independent claims 3 and 23 and the dependent claims of claiml are 
rejected under the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason B. Dunham whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8109. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Smith can be reached on 571-272-6763. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



JBD 

Patent Examiner 
2/7/07 




